
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE U T I L I T Y  REGULATORY COMMISSION 

* * * * *  

In t h e  Matter of: 

THE TARIFF FILING OF CINCINNATI BELL, I N C . ,  ) 
PROPOSING A RATE DISCOUNT TO PRIVATE SCHOOLS ) CASE NO. 7749 

O R D E R  

On J a n u a r y  28, 1980, C i n c i n n a t i  B e l l ,  I n c . ,  made a t a r i f f  

f i l i n g  w i t h  t h e  Commission, where in  i t  proposed  t o  e x t e n d  a twenty  

p e r c e n t  (20%) d i s c o u n t  f r o m  r e g u l a r  b u s i n e s s  rates t o  p r i v a t e  schools,  

i n c l u d i n g  parochial schools not s u p p o r t e d  by par i sh  c o n t r i b u t i o n s .  

The Commiss ion  was of t h e  o p i n i o n  and found t h a t  f u r t h e r  

i n v e s t i g a t i o n  and h e a r i n g  w a s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  d e t e r m i n e  t h e  reason- 

ableness of t h e  proposed  rate d i s c o u n t  and t h a t  such  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  

and h e a r i n g  c o u l d  not be c o m p l e t e d  prior to t h e  proposed e f f e c t i v e  

date. 

On Februa ry  18, 1980, t h e  Commiss ion  i s s u e d  an Order  s u s -  

pending  t h e  t a r i f f  f i l i n g  f o r  a p e r i o d  of f i v e  ( 5 )  months,  f r o m  

t h e  proposed  e f f e c t i v e  date of Februa ry  18, 1980. 

On jdarch 13, 1980, a h e a r i n g  was h e l d  at  1:30 p.rn., E a s t e r n  

S t a n d a r d  Time, in t h e  Commission's offices a t  F r a n k f o r t ,  Kentucky, 

The D i v i s i o n  o f  Consumer P r o t e c t i o n ,  O f f i c e  o f  t h e  At to rney  G e n e r a l ,  

w a s  g r a n t e d  l e a v e  t o  i n t e r v e n e  and  appea red  as a p a r t y  of i n t e r e s t .  

The Commission, hav ing  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  e v i d e n c e  of r e c o r d  

and b e i n g  a d v i s e d ,  is of t h e  o p i n i o n  and  f i n d s :  

1. C i n c i n n a t i  B e l l ' s  p r o p o s a l  t o  e x t e n d  d i s c o u n t  rates t o  

p r i v a t e  and non-par i sh  s u p p o r t e d  p a r a c h i a l  s c h o o l s  would i n v o l v e  

approx ima te ly  $731 a n n u a l l y .  

2.  I n  previous cases before t h e  Commission, t h e  Cornmission 
has d i s a l l o w e d  c o n c e s s i o n  rates for r a t e - m a k i n g  purpo6e8, and i n  

C a s e  Nos. 6659,  6848, and 7017 found them improper and ordered 

t h a t  t h e y  be eliminated. 

3. The p r o p o s a l  t o  e x t e n d  d i s c o u n t  rates t o  p r i v a t e  and  non- 

parish s u p p o r t e d  parochial schools is improper ,  canno t  be J u s t i f i e d ,  

is not i n  t h e  pub l i c  interest and s h o u l d  be d e n i e d .  

I 



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that C i n c i n n a t i  B e l l  is hereby den ied  

its tar i f f  filing proposing e x t e n s i o n  of c o n c e s s i o n  rates to p r i v a t e  

andnon-parish supported paroch ia l  s c h o o l s .  The pages of t h e  tar i f f  

filing hereby d i s a l l o w e d  are: 
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Done at Frankfort ,  Kentucky, t h i s  19th day of June, 1980. 
UTILITY REGULATORY COMkIISSION 

., 1 ,  

.. . .. . 

Chairman 

V i c e  Chairman 

Commissioner 

ATTEST: 


